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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 are pending in this office action. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 11, 13, 16, and 18 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

In claim 1, line 3; in claim 2, line 1; in claim 6, line 4; in claim 7, line 1; in claim 11, line 
2; in claim 13, line 1; in claim 16, lines 2 & 4; in claim 18, line 1: "publically" is suggested to -- 
publicly—. 

In claim 11, line 15, there must exist a ";" between "step" and "and". 



Abstract 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the patent and 
should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If the patent is of a 
basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and the abstract should be 
directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an improvement in an old 
apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract should include the technical 
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disclosure of the improvement In certain patents, particularly those for compounds and 
compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use thereof are not obvious, the 
abstract should set forth a process for making and/or use thereof If the new technical 
disclosure involves modifications or alternatives, the abstract should mention by way of 
example the preferred modification or alternative. 



Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

o status of copending application must be updated at pages 1-3 of the specification, 
o At page 4, line 10, there is unknown symbol after "MAPPER", 
o At page 13, line 15, there is missing word in "Data Wizard a web based 
interface". 

o 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in "full, 
clear, concise, and exact terms. 11 The specification is replete with terms which are 
not clear, concise and exact. The specification should be revised carefully in 
order to comply with 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph. Examples of some unclear, 
inexact or verbose terms used in the specification are: "computational state". 
Appropriate correction is required. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the 
extent necessary to determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation 
is requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
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pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter such as the term "state 
report", which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claims 1 and 6, the term "data wizard" expressed in a lowercase term, which 
renders the claim indefinite. The term "data wizard" is not defined by the claim, and the 
specification addresses data wizard as "Cool ICE Data Wizard" in capital, therefore the "data 
wizard" in the claim is indefinite and does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite 
degree. 

Regarding claim 1, there is insufficient antecedent basis for "valid steps" at line 7, "said 
plurality of discreet and independent steps" at line 8, and "one of each report" at line 9. 

Regarding claim 4, there is insufficient antecedent basis for "a development environment 
state" and "the build information" and "said plurality of steps". It's unclear what "a 
development environment state" and "the build information" mean. Also, it's unclear whether 
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"said plurality of steps" corresponds to "a plurality of valid steps" (line 7 of its independent 
claim 1) or "plurality of discreet and independent steps". 

Claims 5, 10, 15 and 19 contain the trademark/trade name MAPPER at line 2. Where a 
trademark or trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or describe a particular 
material or product, the claim does not comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is 
uncertain since the trademark or trade name cannot be used properly to identify any particular 
material or product. A trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the 
goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not identify or describe the goods 
associated with the trademark or trade name. In the present case, the trademark/trade name is 
used to identify/describe database management system and, accordingly, the 
identification/description is indefinite. 

Regarding claim 6, the term "responsively" at lines 3 and 6 is indefinite because it does 
not comprise a unique meaning; instead the meaning is open to interpretation depending on the 
application and the reader. The term "a service" lacks antecedent basis since it's unclear what 
service the applicant wanted to address. 

Regarding claim 1 1, the term "a component" lacks antecedent basis since it's unclear 
what "component" the applicant wanted to address. The term "potential" (lines 4, 6, 9, 10, 1 1, 
and 14) is indefinite because it does not comprise a unique meaning; instead the meaning is open 
to interpretation depending on the application and the reader. 

Regarding claim 16, the term "responsively" at lines 4, 7, and 10 is indefinite because it 
does not comprise a unique meaning; instead the meaning is open to interpretation depending on 
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the application and the reader. The term "a component" (line 8) lacks antecedent basis since it's 
unclear what "component" the applicant wanted to address. The term "said responding means" 
lacks antecedent basis. 

Regarding claim 17, there is insufficient antecedent basis for "a development 
environment state". It's unclear what "a development environment state" means. 

Regarding claim 18, there is insufficient antecedent basis for "said responding means". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-4, 6-9, 1 1-14, and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Glaser (US 6,058,264). 

Regarding claim 1, Glaser discloses in a data processing system (See Figs. 1- 4) having a 
user terminal (client computer 102, Fig. 1) operated by a user which builds a component for 
accessing a data base management system (See col. 3, lines 50-56) responsively coupled to said 
user terminal via a publically accessible digital data communication network (Network Server 
110, Fig. 1), the improvement comprising: 
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a. a data wizard (Extender Smart Guide 422, Fig. 4) which permits said user to 
specify said component as an ordered sequence of discreet and independent 
steps (See Fig 7) and which presents a plurality of valid steps as choices for 
addition at each position in said plurality of discreet and independent steps (See 
col. 8, lines 7-10); and 

b. a plurality of state reports wherein one of each report in the plurality of state 
reports corresponds to one step in said plurality of said ordered sequence of 
discreet and independent steps (See col 6, lines 26-34 and lines 56-63), 
wherein each of said plurality of state reports conveys state information from a 
given one of said ordered sequence of discreet and independent steps to a 
subsequent one of said ordered sequence of discreet and independent steps (See 
col. 6, lines 39-47). 

Regarding claim 6, Glaser discloses an apparatus (Figs. 1-4) comprising: 

a. a user terminal (client computer 102, Fig. 1); 

b. a data base management system (RDBMS 126, Fig. 1) responsively coupled to 
said user terminal via a publically accessible digital data communication 
network (Network Server 110, Fig. 1); and 

c. a data wizard (Extender Smart Guide 422, Fig. 4) responsively coupled to 
said user terminal and said data base management system which permits a 
service to be defined from said user terminal in accordance with an ordered 
sequence of discreet and independent steps (See Fig 7) and which provides a 
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state report to each one of said ordered sequence of discreet and independent 
steps which corresponds to the previous one of said order sequence of discreet 
and independent steps (See col. 6, lines 39-47). 

Regarding claims 2, 7 and 18, Glaser discloses said publically accessible digital data 
communication network further comprises the Internet (See 3, line 67 to col. 4, line 1). 

Regarding claims 3, 9, and 13-14, Glaser discloses said user terminal further comprises 
an industry compatible personal computer (Client computer 102, Fig. 1) having a commercially 
available browser (Browser 108, Fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 4 and 17, Glasser discloses wherein each of said plurality of state 
reports further comprises a development environment state that defines the build information for 
a subsequent step in said plurality of steps (See col. 6, lines 56-63). 

Regarding claims 8 and 12, Glasser discloses wherein each of said state reports further 
comprise a state update code (See col. 6, lines 40-47). 

Regarding claim 11, Glaser discloses a method of dynamically building a component 
from a user terminal coupled via a publically accessible digital data network to a remote data 
base management system having a component building process (See columns 6-9) comprising: 
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a. presenting a first plurality of potential steps which are valid for a first position in an 
ordered sequence of steps which define said component (See col. 8, lines 7-10); 

b. inserting a chosen one of said first plurality of potential steps into said ordered 
sequence of steps (See col. 8, See col. 8, lines 14-16); 

c. associating a first state report with said chosen one of said first plurality of potential 
steps (See col. 6, lines 31-34). 

d. presenting a second plurality of potential steps which are valid for a next position in 
said ordered sequence of steps (See col. 8, lines 25-30); 

e. inserting a chosen one of said second plurality of potential steps into said ordered 
sequence of steps (See col. 8, lines 33-35); and 

f. associating a second state report with said chosen one of said second plurality of 
potential steps (See col. 6, lines 43-47); and 

g. repeating steps c, d, e and f until said component is complete (See col. 7, line 59 to 
col. 8, line 55). 



Regarding claim 16, Glaser discloses an apparatus comprising: 

a. means for permitting a user to access a publically accessible digital data 
communication network (See Browser 108, Fig. 1, and col. 3, line 67 to col. 4, line 3); 

b. means (Database Server 122, Fig. 1) responsively coupled to said permitting 
means via said publically accessible digital data communication network for providing 
data base management services (See col. 4, lines 21-36); 
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c. means responsively coupled to said permitting means and said responding 
means for designing a component through specification of an ordered plurality of discreet 
and independent steps (See col. 7, lines 15-25); and 

d. means responsively coupled to said designing means for associating a state 
report with each of said ordered plurality of discreet and independent steps (See col. 6, 
lines 35-47). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 5, 10, 15, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Glaser (US 6,058,264), in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art. 

Regarding claims 5, 10, 15, and 19, Glaser discloses a database management system 
(RDBMS 126, Fig. 1) having all of the claimed subject matter except Glaser is silent as to the 
database management system being a MAPPER data base management system. Applicant 
admits that the MAPPER database management system was known at the time the invention was 
made. Since MAPPER DBMS was readily available, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to use the well known MAPPER 
data base management as disclosed by Applicant's Admitted Prior Art as the database 
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management system of Glaser. The resultant use of the MAPPER data base management system 
would have performed the intended (by Glaser) function, without undue experimentation and 
with expected and obvious result (See applicant's specification, page 4, lines 7-12). 

Regarding claim 20, Glaser discloses said permitting means further comprises an industry 
standard personal computer (Client Computer 102, Fig. 1). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Medl U.S Patent No. 6,108,004 discloses Gui Guide for data mining. 

Grasso U.S Patent No. 5,892,909 discloses Intranet-Based system with methods for co- 
active delivery of information to multiple users. 

Hirsch U.S Patent No. 6,263,339 discloses dynamic object visualization and code 
generation. 

Bach U.S Patent No. 6,141,660 discloses command line interface for creating business 
objects for accessing a hierarchical database. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Merilyn P Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-4026. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:30 - 5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular 
communications and 703-746-7240 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



MN 

March 14, 2005 




PRIMARY EXAMINER 



